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ABSTRACT 



A study designed to provide a systematic description 
of the incidence of censorship and the censorship incidents reported 
by a selected group of teachers during a specified time period is 
presented. Objectives are: (1) to provide some measure of the 

frequency of censorship incidents experienced by a sample copulation 
of teachers of English, and (2) to describe the incidents. Censorship 
is defined as the withholding of a cmmunication from one person to 
another. This study focuses on that form of censorship which 
proscribes or restricts the use of specific books in the public 
secondary School English curriculum. The censorship pressures to be 
described are those put upon the teacher of English as he considers, 
recommends, selects, or uses works of literature and other pertinent 
books in his professional capacity. Conclusions include: (1) English 

teachers who were the object of censorship pressures were objects 
because they were doing a good job of teaching English; (2) Those 
teachers who reported censorship experience often were ones who used 
practices which supposedly help to prevent censorship attempts* (3) 

In half of the instances reported, the would-be censors were parents; 
and (4) The major burden of defense against censorship must be 
carried by the teacher. (CK) 
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CHAPTER I 



INTRODUCTION 

In 1962, for the second time in less than a decade, the National 
Council of Teachers of English issued an official publication on the 
subject of censorship. The authors of The Students* Right to Read de- 
clare that "across America today Increasing pressures are exerted on 
schools to restrict the access of students to important and ’worthwhile 
books. In many communities attempts have been made to remove literary 
works from classrooms and school libraries * " ^ Their conviction that 

2 

’’book censorship threatens to become a widespread problem for schools 11 

was reflected not only in further Council publications' and programs 

during 1962-64, but also in those of other groups within and outside 

. f* 

the educational community. 

. Purpose of the Study 

This study was designed to provide a systematic description of 
the incidence of censorship and the censorship incidents reported by 
a selected group of teachers during a specified time period. The first 
purpose was to provide some measure of the frequency of censorship in- 
cidents experienced by a sample population of teachers of English in 
public secondary schools during the two academic years (1962-63, l|63-64) 
following publication of The Students 8 Right to Read , rlhe second, 

^National Council, of Teachers of English, Committee on the Right 
to Read, The Students 1 Right to Read , Champaign, Illinois, The Council, 
1962, p, 5. 
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although not secondary, purpose was to describe the censorship incidents 

by describing; (1) the teachers involved, (2) the school and community 

, ♦ 

contexts, (3) the would-be censors, (4) the books in question, their 

selection and use, and (5) the actual episodes, from original complaint 

f 

to final resolution • 

Need for the Study 

"Before much progress can be made in solving problems, men must 
possess accurate descriptions of the phenomena with which they work,"^ 
Descriptive research traditionally has been, and should be, undertaken 
to provide a basis for making intelligent plans and decisions in regard 
to problems in the field of education. However, despite the often 
reiterated belief that book censorship is one of the most serious and 
significant problems facing the contemporary teacher of ijpglish, neither 
the National Council of Teachers of English nor anyone else has made a 
formal assessment of the. situation, except in a limited or unstructured 
way. It is hoped that the data obtained in this study will serve as 
a better basis for further. thought, research, and action on the part 
of individual English teachers, their professional associations and 
training institutions, and other groups and individuals concerned about 
the threat of censorship to schools today. 

i 

Assumptions 



In the belief that the investigator* a own convictions or 



^Deobold B, Van Dalen, Understanding Educational Research; An 
Introduction , New York, McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc,, 1962, p. 184, 
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i i 

assumptions regarding the subject of this study should be made known, 
they are stated in very general terms as follows: (1) freedom of 

communication is the basis of a free and democratic society and should 
be maintained, and (2) censorship is a restriction or abrogation of 
this freedom and should be opposed. More specifically, it is assumed 
that: (1) education for citizenship in a democratic society should 

be conducted within an atmosphere of freedom, (2) students should be 
exposed to and have free access to a wide range of ideas and experiences, 
and (3) competent teachers should be free, within legal and financial 
limits, to select from an unrestricted range of resources those materials 
which they deem to be most appropriate for their professional purposes. 
Any attempt made to limit or deny these freedoms should be resisted. 

Definitions 

Censorship . In the broadest sense of the term, •'Censorship is 
the withholding of a communication from one person hy another," 1 This 
study focuses on that form of censorship which proscribes or restricts 
the use of specific books In the public secondary school English cur- 
riculum. .Although pre-publication censorship pressure upon textbook 
publishers is a problem which should be of grave concern to educators, 
it was not considered in this survey. The censorship pressures to be 
described are those put upon the teacher of English as he considers, 

recommends, selects, or uses works of literature and other pertinent 

/ 

books in his professional capacity. 




1 0weh Love, "Censorship- -Whether and Why," Draft u£ a memorandum 
for the national Education Association, Commission on Professional Rights 
and Responsibilities, January 15, 1964, p, 1, 

, 12 ■ 
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Although the process of selecting some books necessarily involves 
rejecting others, selection should not be confused with censorship. 

From the point of view of this study, selection is seen as an essentially 
positive act involving the use of professional criteria and procedures; 
censorship as essentially negative and involving non-professional 
standards and methods. 

Censor , A censor is one who censors and, in this context, one 
who attempts to prevent the adoption or continued use of some particular 
book or books in the English curriculum. Such a censor may be either 
a lay citizen or an educator: a parent, clergyman, representative of 
a local or national organization, principal, superintendent, member of 
the board of education- -even another teacher. 

Limitations of the Study 

The central purpose of a descriptive survey is to discover 
"what is"; to become' familiar with and depict for others the present 
status of some phenomenon. Since this ordinarily is the first form 
of research undertaken on any problem, the surveyor cannot predict with 
any certainty the value of his research; neither can he know for sure 
what questions to ask nor which will prove to be most significant. 
Certainly in this study there is no claim that the questions were com- 
prehensive. Responses to each portion of the survey instrument suggested 1 
additional questions which could have been asked. 

Secondly, the questions dealt only with relativiely objective, 

/ 

easily describable experience. There was no attempt to investigate the 
more subtle forms and results of censorship pressures on teachers of 
English, In addition, the use of closed form questions restricted both 
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the quantity and quality of responses. Even with ..the provision of an 
open form "other" category in many instances, respondents had no neal 
opportunity to expand on their answers, 

* 

The particular population employed also should be considered a 
limitation. The universe from which the sample was drawn was one part 
of the membership of a professional association, the Secondary Section 
of the National Council of Teachers of English, Any generalizations 
made on the basis of sample findings cannot be extended — without 
reservations --beyond that universe to the larger population of United 
States secondary school teachers of English as a whole. Council head- 
quarters staff members have said that their geographical membership 
patterns probably are not representative of the country's English teacher 
population, Borg suggests that "there may be a tendency for the more 
competent members of the professional group to belong to the organi- 
zation."^ Whatever they may be 3 there do appear to be differences 
between English teachers who are members of the National Council of 
Teachers of English and those who are not, as evidenced by some of 

the findings of the recent Council Study, The National Interest and 

2 • 

the Continuing Education of Teachers of English . 



! 




Walter R, Borg, Educational Research; An Introduction , New 
York, David McKay Company, Inc,, 1963, p, 210, 

National Council of Teachers of English, Committee on the 
National Interest, The National Interest and the Continuing Education 
of Teachers of English , Champaign, Illinois, The Council, 1964, 192 p. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 



In I960, Downs noted that "a quick survey of American and 

British writings since 1900 revealed over 1200 periodical articles 

and in excess of 100 books dealing directly with literary censorship,"^ 

A reference librarian in Oklahoma examined twenty- three years of 

Library Literature "to discover how much literature on censorship is 

2 

being published in that profession," Library Literature is the most 
comprehensive indexing service in the library field, and indexes a 
great amount of material that appears in non-library literature? 

Since 1940, both the number and the percentage of "censorship citations" 

(in relation to the total citations) have risen fairly steadily f?o a 

3 

high of 568 books, pamphlets, and articles on censorship cited in 1961-63. 

As these data suggest, in making a search of the literature the 
initial problem was that of focusing upon fairly specific aspects of 
the broad subject of censorship. Three successive steps in the process 
of narrowing the focus included concentration, first, upon ‘book censor- 
ship alone (as opposed to censorship in relation to all forms of print, 
or to all forms of communication); then on book censorship only in 




i 

— - - — y 

1 

Robert B, Downs, ed,, The First Freedom; Liberty and Justice 
in the World of Books and Reading . Chicago, American Library Association, 
1960, p, xii. 

2 

Jerome B. Simpson, "Censorship: The Profession's Response," 
Newsletter on Intellectual Freedom , 13:41-2, July 1964, 

^Loc. cit. 
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relation to schools, and to secondary schools in particular ; and finally 
on school book censorship on the secondary level only as it involved 
books used in the English curriculum. 

The search also focused for the most part on material published 
since 1953. It was in 1953 that the National Council of Teachers of 
English issued its first official publication on the subject, Censorship 
and Controversy ,^ in response to a wave of attacks on teachers and text- 
books following World War II, At this time the most conmon charge made 

2 

against the schools and school materials was that of "un-Americanism" ; 

< a hunt was on fcr Communists and Communist influence in the schools and 

colleges of the country. Social Studies was a more frequent tar^te than 
the field of English, but the Council felt that even though "the number 
of instances in which a particular book, film, recording, or other in- 
structional material has been banned directly from use in the English 

3 

classrooms of the nation [was] relatively few," there was sufficient 
cause for concern. 

The initial stages of the search utilized the standard library 
tools for this purpose: cumulative book and periodical indexes; reports 
of research completed and in progress; lists of dissertations and projects. 
Later, three days were spent at the headquarters of the National Council 
of Teachers of English in Champaign, Illinois, discussing the problem of 

* 

^National Council of Teachers of English, Conmiittee on Censorship 
of Teaching Materials for Classroom and Library, Censorship and Controversy , 
Chicago, The Council, 1953, 56 p. 

/ 

Slary Anne Raywid, The Ax- Grinders: Critics of Our Public Schools , 
New York, The Macmillan Company, 1962, p. 69. * 

^National Council of Teachers of English, Committee on Censorship 
of Teaching Materials for Classroom and Library, oj>. elfc . » 51. 
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censorship with members of the headquarters staff, and going through 
both their library and their files on the subject. During a subsequent 
visit to the headquarters of the Commission on Professional Rights and 
' Responsibilities of the National Education Association in Washington, 

there was a similar opportunity to make a search of their files ^ well 
as to interview members of their staff. Relevant files and publications 
also were made available at the office of the then Assistant Managing 
Director of the American Book Publisher's Council, Peter Jennison, 
and at the offices of the New York Civil Liberties Union and the Ameri- 
can Civil Liberties Union in New York City, It was not possible to 
make a visit to the American Library Association headquarters, but 
the writer was an invited participant in the Association's conference 
on censorship which was attended by their national officers and st^te 
chairmen of Intellectual Freedom Committees from all oyer the country, 
as well as by representatives of a great range of organizations concerned 
with questions of censorship and freedom to read. Despite these 
opportunities to conduct an extensive search, few systematic studies 
of any kind related to schoolbook censorship were discovered. Exhortation 
rather than investigation typified the relevant publications. 

The Commission on Professional Rights and Responsibilities of 

the National Education Association sought information about textbook 

censorship in its last two surveys of the "State of the Nation in Regard » 

2 

to Criticisms of the Schools and Problems of Concern to Teachers," 

. • 

^Formerly known as the Conraission for the Defense of Democracy 
Through Education. 

^National Education Association, Commission for the Defense of 
Democracy Through Education, "State of the Nation in Regard to Criticisms 

O 
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These surveys, four of which have been conducted since 1955, were "not 
technical research jobs, 11 They were prepared for the information of 
Commission consultants and officers of local and state educational or- 
ganizations, not for publication or general distribution. Questionnaires 
were sent to a large number of educators--leaders of local and state 
groups — and in many cases their responses reflected the opinions of 
members of their groups as well as their own. The response rate in 
1961 was 23 per cent (1801 questionnaires); in 1963 it was 19 per cent 
(2300 questionnaires) , Both questions and answer categories have been 
changed from survey to survey. Despite these limitations, the survey 
reports contain interesting data and some of the questions served as 
the bases for items in the questionnaires designed for this study. 

The area of textbook criticism was covered for the first time in 

the 1961 survey, included again in 1963. In the reports of these two 

surveys , approximately the same percentage of respondents reported that 

there was "much" destructive criticism in their school districts (15 

• 2 

per cent in the report published in 1961; 16 per cent in 1963), 

The most frequently reported subject of destructive criticism in both 
surveys was school costs; texts and reference books were listed as 

of the Schools and Problems of Concern to Teachers," State of the Nation 
Bulletin No. 3, Washington, D.C., The Commission, January 1961, 8 p., 
Multilithed . Hereafter cited as State of the Nation Bulletin No. 3; , 

National Education Association, Commission on Prof essional Rights and 
Responsibilities, "State of the Nation in Regard to Criticisms of the 
Schools and Problems of Concern to Teachers," State of the Nation 
Bulletin No, 4, Washington, D,C., The Commission, February 1963,. 11 p,, 
Multilithed. Hereafter cited as State of the Nation Bulletin No. 4, 

^"State of the Nation Bulletin No. 4," p* 1. 

2 Xbid.» p. 2. 
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eleventh In frequency in 1960,^ It is difficult to compare this with 

the 1962 survey since the answer categories were changed, but of four 

general categories of most frequent complaints in the later report, 

2 

“textbooks, curriculum, and materials" came third. . 

When asked if there had been any criticisms of the textbooks 
used in their school system during the previous year, 21 per cent re- 
plied "yes" in 1960, 39 per cent in 1962. (61 per cent said "no" in 

3 

I960; 30 per cent in 1962.) The types of textbooks criticized in these 
two periods were categorized differently, but in both cases books re- 
lated to the teaching of English came fourth on the list. In 1960, 

Mathematics led the list, followed by Social Studies and Science; in 

• 4 

1962, Social Studies was first, with History and Mathematics following. , 

The most frequently mentioned criticism of textbooks in both 

reports was that they were out of date, "The second most frequent 

charge in 1960 was that the material was not adequately covered. In 

1962 this charge dropped to sixth place, preceded by charges of having 

communist leanings, not being patriotic enough, being too easy, and 

being socialistic."^ The source of these criticisms reported most often 

in 1960 was teachers, themselves, with parents second, followed by 

school administrators and other citizens. In 1962 parents took the lead, 

6 

followed by teachers and then other citizens# 

The result of the criticisms was that, in 1961, 31 per cent 1 

* 

^■"State of the Nation Bulletin No. 3," p. 4. / 

/ ' 

^"State of the Nation Bulletin No, 4," p. 3. 

3 ' 4 ' 

Ibid s, p. 7. hoc. £it. 

5 5 ' 

loc , cit. Ibid . , p. 7, 8. 
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of the books were kept In use, 17 per cent removed; in 1963, 49 per 
cent were kept, 15 per cent removed. (In both instances , the remaining 
, situations were still "under study. 

These surveyg--even though they violate many of the basic tenets 
of descriptive research--provide the only data available on a nation- 
wide basis and over any span of time. On the other hand, the study 
which was most carefully designed and conducted is the one which is 

2 

least directly relevant. Marjorie Fiske's Book Selection and Censorship 
is a report of an investigation of librarians in both public and school 
libraries in California, conducted in 1956-58. A study of practices in 



regard to book selection and circulation involving 204 interviews with 
librarians in 26 communities , its major finding was the amount of self- 
censorship or pre-censorship on the part of librarians. 

In regard to school libraries, the majority of objectors to 
controversial books came from within the school system: librarians, 

42 per cent; administrative personnel, 23 per cent. Third on the list 

of objectors came parents (18 per cent), followed by teachers (8 per 

3 ' 

cent), "Politics" was the grounds for objection to books in school 

libraries in 29 per cent of the situations; "sex and obscenity" totaled 
28 per cent.^ The largest group of patron and parental complaints re- 
ported for all libraries (50 per cent) involved morals and profanity.** 



ERIC 



"State of the Nation Bulletin, No, 4," p, 8. 

o / 

Marjorie Fiske, Book Selection and Censorship; ''A Study of 
School and Public Libraries in California , Berkeley .and Los Angeles, 
University of California Press, 1959, 145 p. 

4. 



Ibid . , p. 123. 
’ibid., p. 46, 
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Two investigations dealt directly with censorship of printed 



materials used in the teaching of English, each concerned with a par- 
ticular state. In the Spring of 1963, after publication of The Students 1 
Right to Read , the National Council of Teachers of English asked their 
affiliated local councils of English teachers to devote portions of 
their Spring programs to consideration of the issues and proposals 
outlined in that pamphlet. Only twelve affiliate groups reported their 
programs, and--with two exceptions-- these reports indicated that the 
participants felt little or no censorship pressure themselves and were 
unaware of any measurable degree of such pressure in their schools or 
communities, ^ 

One of the exceptions was the report of the Censorship Roundup 

Committee of the Utah Council of Teachers of English which had sent a 

* 

questionnaire to the English Department Chairmen in the 79 high schools 

m 

and 81 junior high schools in Utah, They received a 67 per cent 

2 

response from the former \ 20 per cent from the latter, ' ''thirty per 

cent of the schools responding . , , reported definite incidents and 

3 

a number of others reported 'minor skirmishes . ,M "Most of the incidents 
mentioned involved parents as individuals rather than as a group. Next 
came PTA groups and last, the community groups . , 

^Unpublished letters and memoranda in the files of the National , 
Council of Teachers of English, Champaign, Illinois. 

2 

Utah Council of Teachers of English, "Report of the Censorship 
Roundup Conmittee," Unpublished document In the files Of the National 
Council of Teachers of English, Champaign, Illinois,- unpaged. 

5 

"Affiliates Study the Censorship Issues," National Council of 
Teachers . of English," Council-Crams , 25*14, September 10, 1963, 

Sjtah Council of Teachers of English, oj>, city 
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The Wisconsin Council of Teachers of English also sponsored a 
state-wide study, this one conducted by Lee A, Burress, Jr., Chairman 
of the English Department at Wisconsin State College, 1 In February 
1963, Burress sent copies of a brief "Questionnaire^ Concerning Censor- 
ship Pressures on Wisconsin Teachers" to 914 public school administra- 
tors (from whom he received a 47 per cent response) and to 724 public 
school teachers (25 per cent of whom responded) . Teachers were asked 
to report their own censorship experience; administrators, their own 
experience and that of teachers in their schools. 

"Approximately a fifth of all the returns reported a specific 
request to remove a book or magazine from use or from a recommended 
list during the two years prior to the study. , , , Approximately one- 
third of all the returns contained evidence of one sort or another 
supporting the major conclusion that a substantial proportion of the 
teachers in Wisconsin feel the continuing presence of censorship 

pressures, and have experienced, or expect to experience, an overt 

2 

expression of that pressure," "Despite the high frequency of occurrence 
of censorship incidents, however, only 17 per cent of the schools were 

3 

reported as having policies for dealing with the problem of censorship 
Burress, in his report, defined censorship as "the use of non- 

A 

professional standards for accepting or rejecting a book." In de- 
scribing his findings, he noted several non-professional characteristics » 

1 Lee A. Burress, Jr., How Censorship Affects thd^ School , Wisconsin 
Council of Teachers of English, Special Bulletin No .' 8, Oshkosh, The 

Ibid . . p. 7. 



zz 



Council, October 1963, 23 p. 

2 Xbid .. p, 2, 

4 

Ibid ., p. 3. 
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